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| Ic is made Evident, that they are not thereby Engag: . 


= 
Fg 


OF THE 


Miniſters and Ruling Elders 


OF THE 1 


E H u R C H 
SCOTLAND, 


Who have taken the ABJU RAT [ ON; 
= W HER EIN 


. 
a * 
2 1 was 


ed in their Stations, to oblige the Succeſſor, when He 
comes to the Crown, to Join in Communion with the 


CHURCH of ENGLAND, 


As ſome Ignorant People are made to Believe. 
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EDIN BURGH, Printed b ; John Moncur, at the Foot of the 
Bull Cloſs, and Sold by the Bookſcllers 1 in — Glaſgow 
and eAberdeen, i 
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Abjuration, that is worth the Noticing, 


AQ 10 

T UN ament, one of which contains ſeveral 

2J zz Proviſo's, as they are call'd, the firſt of 
PS > which imports, That the Succeſſor, when 
ot Das munion with, the - Church of England. 
„ Hence it is Inferr'd by ſome, that they 
who take the Abjuration, Engage to do what in them lies in 
their Stat ion to neceftate the Succeſſor, when he comes to the 
Poſſeſsion of the 'Crown, to join in Communion with that 
Church, and conſequently, take an Unlawful Oath, and con- 
trary to Presbyterian Principles. If theſe Presbyterians, hi- 
ther Miniſters or others, who have taken the eAbjuration, have 
indeed Sworn to Oblige the Succeſſor to join in Communion 
with the Church of England, when he comes to the Crown; 


For my part, that they have Sworn Sinfully, is what I ſhall not 


Debate, but whither they have Sworn ſo to do, we are here to 


AND Ge 
E only Objection, that I know, againſt the 


is, That it referrs to two Acts of Parli- 


hae comes to the Crown, ſhall join in Com- 


0 


Miniſters and Ruling Elders of the Church - 


take to Conſideration, and Examine. The: words of the Oath 
ud ] do faithfully promiſe to the out moſt of my Power, to Sup- 
port, Maintain and Defend the Succeſſion of the Crown, as 
me ſame is, and ſtands Settled by an ect Iutituled gc. ind 


1 ; as the ſame by another ele Intituled, Sc. Is, and Stands Set- 
BY led and Entailed to the Princeſs Sophia and her Heirs being 
ö Proteſtants, &c. „ | 
44 And in the Second of theſe Acts referred to, there are ſeve- 
dual Proviſo's, the firſt of which is, N hoſoe ver ſhall hereafter come 


to the Poſſeſſion of the Crown, ſhall join in Communion with the 
Church of England as by Law Eftabliſhed. Now they who pre- 
tend, that theſe who take the Abjuration, Promiſe to Oblige 
the Succeſſor, when he comes to the Crown, to join in Com- 
munion with the Church of England, muſt found on ſuch an 
Argument as this, vis. „„ „ 1 . 
They who take the Abjuration, Promiſe to maintain the Suc- 
ceſsion of the Crown, as it is Entailed to Princeſs Sophia and her 


| ee referred too ! 
But in one of theſe Acts referred to, there are feveral Provi- 


os, and one particularly, which obliges her, When ſhe comes 
to the Crown, to join in Communion with the Church of Exg- 
Aland. Therefore, : = 


os 


: * 


They whotake the Abjuration, promiſe to Oblige Princeſs Co- 
| phia, when ſhe comes to the Crown, to join in Communion 
| with the Church of Euglau  _ - Ee 
| Which Argument Imports, that they who take the Abjura- 
i tion promiſe to maintain the Proviſo's, and make them effectu- 
al, becauſe'they are contain'd in the Ac, by which the Succeſsi- 
on is Entail'd to Princeſs Sophia. But that will not follow. If 
we ſhould promiſe to maintain the Cofeſſiom of Faith, as it in, 
aud ſtands Ratified, in the 5th Act of the 2d Seſsion of K. Willi- 
ans and Q. Marys firſt Parliament, we would not thereby pro- 
| miſe to maintain all the other things contain'd in, or that might 
|. have been: inſert into that Act of Parliament. 5 
Hh N | | Neither 


* 


* - 


== 


T 5 0 n 
h | - Neither will- it. mend the matter that 3 is, Prove. that Ph SR 
who take the Abjuration, promiſe to maintain the Provito's, ne - 
the Argument be formed after this manner, | 
J S ..-T hey who take the Abjuration, promiſe to maintain e 85 
* ceſsion of the Crown, as the ſame 1 is Entail'd to Princeſs Sophia 
4 by the Act Referred to. 
— But by that Act, the Succeſkion is E aid. to p. Sophia, on 
8 condition, that ſhe j join in Communion with the Church of Eng- 
aun. Therefore, | 
. They who-take the Abjuratian; pramble. to Oblige P. Sophia 


N to join in Communion with the Church of England. 

b For, it is utterly falſe, that by the Act the Succeſsion of the 

f Crown is Entailed to P. Sophia, on condition that ſhe join in 

: Communion with the Church of Ezz/and, that is neither ſaid ing 
g the Act, nor can any ſuch thing be iulerr'd therefrom. She 
: indeed is oblig'd by the Act to join in Communion with the 


Church of Eaglaud, after the Succeſſion which isEntailed to Her 
has taken effect, or when She is come to the Crown: But that 
has no Relation to the Entail of the Succeſſion, which is the on- 
ly thing in the Act, they who have taken the Abjuration are 
2 obliged to Maintain and Defend. It is granted, that to join in 
Communion with the Church of England, is what She is oblig. 
= ed to by the eAct, or what is Required of Her by a Clauſe of 
the ſame, when the Succeſſion has taken effekt, by Her being 
2} put in Poſſeſſion; But it will not taence follow, that it is a Con- | 
Ait ion of the Succeſſion, or Entail of the Crown to Her; For that 
only is a Condition of thesucceſſion, which is requir'd 1 in order to 
be pitched on or nominated Succeſſor, or Which is neceſſary to 
the Succeſsion's taking effect, and not that which is only to be 
performed by the Poſſeſſor. And it will no more follow, that 
to join in Communion with the Church of England, is a condi- 
tion of the Succeſsion, becauſe it is requir'd of the Succeſſor, af- 
ter he comes to Poſſeſs ion; than it will follow, that Good Works 
are the Condition of Juſtification, becauſe they : are requir'd in 
Z | the Perſon Juſtified. 
4 eAnd as little will it follow, that they who As the Abjurati- 
on, will have oy hand in Ingaging the Succeſſor in the Com- 
Z munion 
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munich of the Church of RE . Her or His joining in 
Communion with that Church, will enſue upon their Mainta in- 
ing and Supporting the Succeſsion as ſettled in the eAQ, and 
the? making the ſame effectual. The Pritiſh and Dutch enter- 
ed into a Confederacy with others to Maintain and Support the | 
Succeſsion of the Crown of Spain againſt France, as EntaiPd to 
Charles now Emperor: eAnd if they had made that Succeſsion | 


ig effectual, Charles would have been oblig'd, when he came to 
£8 the Poſſeſsion of that Crown, to Invocate the 8 7. Mary, 
4 Saints and Angels, and Worſhip the Hoſtie: But Char/ess Invo- 


cat ing the Virgin and Worſhiping the Hoſtie, would not have 
. geen from the Britiſi and Dutch, or their making effectual that 
i Succeſsion, but from the Sparih Laws, which lay ſuch Obliga- 
1 tions on whoſoever ſhall come to the Poſſeſsion of the Crown 
4 there. In like manner, the Succeſſor's joining in Communion # 
= with the Church of Exglaud, will not be from the Abjuration, 
or theſe that take it, That is, will not be from their Supporting 


i and Maintaining the Succeſsion, as ſettled in the Act, and their 7 
BS making the ſame effectual; But from the Exgliſi Laws, and par- 
ticularly, the firſt of theſe Proviſo's in this Act we are Speaking 


Now from what has been ſaid, I think it ſufficiently evident, 
that it doth not appear, and cannot be Proven, that they who. | 
take the eAbjuration, are engaged thereby to make effectual the 
Proviſo's, or have Promiſed, to oblige the Succeſſor when He 
or. She comes to the Crown, to join in Communion with the 
Church of England. eAnd tho? this may be thought ſufficient to 
Vindicat thefe who have taken that Oath, yet that it may appear 
q more fully, that Blaming them as having done 1 not 
| very confonant with Presbyterian Principles, is only the effect of 
| want of Conſideration, and Zeal without Knowledge, I ſhalt * 
ſet before you the follow ing Arguments. 1 


If. They who take the eAbjuration, Promiſe to Support, 
Maintain and Defend the Succeſsion of the Crown, as the ſame = 
is, and ſtands Settled by an & Entituled, en Ad Declaring © 
the Rights and Liberties of the Subjects, Sc. eAnd as the ſame, 
by another ect Entituled, u ect for the nnn, 1 


( 


land: That He ſhall not go out of the Dominions of England, Scotland 


and Ireland, without confent of Parliament, c. eAnd in the firſt | 
et, many things are Declared to belong to the Rights and Li- 
berties of the Subjects, as, That the Comiſſion for Erecting the 
late Court of Commiſſioners for Eccleſiaſtical Cauſes, and all other 


Commiſſions and Courts of like nature, are Illegal and Pernicious: 
That Exceſſive Bail ought not to be required, nor Exceſſive Fines 
Impoſed, nor Cruel nor Unuſual Puniſhments Inflicted, Ic. eAnd 
if the Succeſſor be obliged to Obſerve the Proviſo's 1n the ſecond 
Act, He is no leſs obliged to have regard to theſe Declarations 
in the firſt Act. And whatever Reaſon can be adduced to prove 
that they who take the eAbjuration, are engaged to do what in 
them lies, to oblige the Succeſſor to Obſerve the Proviſo's in 


the ſecond Act, the ſame Reaſon will Prove they are engaged 
to do what in them lies to Oblige Him to obſerve the Declara- 


tions contain'd in the firſt ict. Are the Proviſo's ſet down be- 
ſide the Limitations of the Succeſsion in the ſecond: et? 
So are the Declarations ſet down beſide them in the firſt. 
ct. And if they who take the eAbjuration, Promiſe to 


* Maintain the Succeſſion, as it is, and ſtands Settled and Entail- \ 
ed in the one ect, they dd alſo promiſe to Maintain the 


Sycceſsion as it is, and ſtands Settled by the other Act. &c. 
Bir none that we know of pretend, and it is Evident form the 

Nature of the thing, that they who take the Abjuration, are 

not thereby engaged to do what in them lyes in their Station, 
that the Succeſſor, when he comes to the Crown, fulfill the 
Declarations concerning the Rights and Liberties of the Sub- 
jects, contained in the Fl Act; and by the ſame Reaſon it is 
evident, that they who take the Abjuration, are not thereby _ 
engaged to oblidge the Succeſſor, when he comes to the Crown, 
to fulfil the Proviſo's in the ſecond Act. In a word, theſe De- 


+ clarations or Articles in the firſt Act have no Relation to the 
= Succeſſion, wherefore if it be ſaid, that they who take the Ab 


juration, Swear to theſe Declarations or eArticles, it muſt be ſaid 
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A0 c... 
of the Croton, gc. Is, & ſtands Settled & Entailed, & c. The 2d. oftheſe 
Acts, contains ſeveral Proviſo's; as, That the Succeſſor when come is 
Poſſeſſion of theCrown, ſhall join in Communion with theChurchof Eng- 


they Swear to them meerly 


* 


to all the Exgliſʒ Acts of Parliament, becauſe they are {et down 
in the ſame Volume of a Book with or beſide this H, and Limi- 
tation or Settlement of the Succeſſion therein. It being evident 


then, that they who take the Abjuration, are concerned with. 
no more in thefirſt Act, but the Maintenance of the Succeſſian 


to the Crown Settled therein: It is by the ſame Reaſon evi- 


dent, that they are concerged with no more in the - ſecond», Act, 


but the Maintainance of the Succeſſion Entailed and further 
Limited therein: and conſequently, they do not promiſe to. fee 
the Proviſo's fulfilled, or to oblige the Succeſſor: to joyn in 
Communion with the Church of Ezg/azd, when he comes to the; 
Poſſeſſion of the Crown. _ N et es Ao 1655 20k 

(2) They who take the Abyuration, promiſe to maintain the 
Succeſſion of the Crown, as is evident from the expreſs. words 
thereof. eAnd 1 do a promife to the outmoſt of my power, 
to Support, maintain au defend the Succeſſion of the Cromm, c. 


Hence it is evident, that by the Abjuration, they are not of th = 3 


ged to make effectual, any thing but the Succeſſios ot that 
which belongs thereto, and is a Condition thereof on which, it 
doth depend. But the Proviſo's in the Second dt (and par- 
ticularly, the .Succefſor's being obliged, when in Poſſeſſion, to. 
joyn in Communion with the Church of Exg/and-) belong not 
to the Suceeſſion, and are not Conditions thereof on Which it 
doth depend, but only things ( by virtue of the Engliſh Laws, 


and this eA& in particular) Incumbent on the Succeſſor, after © * 


the Succeſſion hath taken effect, by his being ſet on the Throne. 


This is evident, becauſe if the Provifo's were Conditions of 


the Succeſſion, either of the Entailing it, or of the Compleat- 
ing it by putting in Poſſeſſion, P. Sophia had been obliged to fulfil - 


them, either before the Succeſſion could have been Entailed to 


her and her Heirs, or before it could be Compleated by her being 
put in Poſſeſſion, of the Crown. Thus if Faith be the Condition 


N this Reaſon, becauſe they are in 
the ſame eAQ, and ſet down in the fame, Page or Leaf of Par. 
per, beſicde the Limitation or Settlement of the Sucee on? 

and they who Will A ſſert that, may al os Aſſert and with as much 
ſhew of Rea ſon, that the takers of the Abjuration, have Sworn 
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ol Juſtification,, we muſt. believe before we can be juſtified. 


* 


But ſo it is, that it is not Incumbent on the Succeſſor, toobſerve· 
the Proviſo's, till after the Succeſſion has taken effect, that is, 
till he or ſhe be in actual Poſſeſſion of the Crown. This is 


clear from the kxpreſs words of the eA&, Which Run thus, 


That whoſoever ſhall hereafter.come to the Poſſeſſion of the Crown 
hall jou in Commanien with the Courch. ef England. - eAad the 


fourth Proviſo is thus, That from and afer the time that the far- 


ther- Limitation by.this ee ſhall take ee, &c. eAnd you know 
| tj 7 


that the Succefsion hath been Entailed to P: Sophia ſeveral” 
Pscars ago, yet ſhe does not joyn ja the Communion with the 
Church of Englaud, nor. is obliged before ſhe be put in Poſſeſsi- 

on of the Crown: eAnd the gest of the Proviſo's cannot poſsi- 


ly bz obſerved by her, but when ſh2 is. Queen actually, ex: gr: 


the third, which is, That 10 Pei cho ſhall hereafcer come to 


the Hoe ſſion of this Crown ſhall go out the Domi ions of Eng- 
land, Scotland and Ireland di Hout cosſeut of Panliament. end 
ſo of the reſt. Now ſeeing they who. take the Abjuration, 
promile only to maintain the Succeſsion, that is, to maintain it 
now, and to compleat it, by bringing the Succeſsor to the 
Throne in due time, fo that when he once comes there, they 
have no more to do with him by virtue of any Obligation from 
the Oath of eAbjuration ; and ſecing the Proviſo's, neither be- 
long to the Surceſsion, nor are Conditions. thereof, but are 
things Incumbent on the Poſſeſſor, things to be obſerved by: the 


— 


Succeſſor after he is come to the Crown what is more plain-than.. 


that tliey Who take the, Abjuration, are not engaged to oblige 
the Succeſſor to obſerve the Provito's, after. he 1s come to the 


Crown. In a word, it can næver be pretended, that the Pro- 


viſo's belong to the Succeſſion, or are conditions thereof, unleſs 
it be ſaid that the Parliament hath made them ſuch, and that 


eannot be ſaid but for one of thei two Reaſons, either 1. Be- 


2 caule the Parliament hath ſet them down in the ſame Act and 
3 Page, beſide the Entaib of the Succeſſion. Or 2. Becauſe they 


are things which the Parliament requires in the Succeſſor, after 


he becomes Poſſeſſor. es to the ſirſt it is Rediculous, and not 
worth the noticing. As to the ſecond, if it be ſaid, they are 


B. „„ 


. —— 


oontlitions of the Succeſſion, becauſe the Parliament requires 
them in the Succeſſor aſter he becomes Poſſeſſor; for the ſame 
Reaſon it muſt be faid, that good Works are the condition of 
Tnſtification, becauſe GOD requires them in ”—_ ſuſtified. 
Now that this if it be poſſible may be made. yet more evi- 
dent, take the following Argument. e a 
That does not belong to the Succeſsion, or is not a condition 
thereof, which the Succeſſor is not obliged to, and is not in a 
condition to perform, till after the Succeſsjon is over, that is, 
hath taken effect, or is compleated by the Succeſſor's becoming 
Poſſeſſor. F © "8 2 
But to join in Communion with the Church of Exgland, is 
what the Succeffor is not obliged to, and to fulfill or obſerve the 
reſt of the Proviſo's, is what he is not in a condition to do, til! 
after the Succeſsion has taken effect, or is compleated by actual 
Poſſeſs ion. Therefore | FF hn 
Jo join in Communion with the Church of Exglaud, and ob- 
{ſerve the reſt of the Proviſo's, belong not to the Succeſsion, and 
are not conditions thereof. Which Argument is like unto this. 
Theſe things cannot be conditions of our Juſtification, which 
we cannot perform till after we are ſuſtified. 5 
But good Works are things which we cannot perform till af. 


*. 


ter we are Juſtified. Therefore | * 1 
Good Works cannot be the conditions of our Juſtification. 1 


It being certain then and manifeſt, that the Proviſo's, and 
particularly the Succeſſor's being oblig*d to join in Communion 
with the Church of England, belong not to the Succeſsion, have 
no Connection therewith, and are not conditions on which it 
doth any manner of way depend. And it being as manifeſt, > 
that they who take the Abjuration, promiſe only to Maintain, X 
Support and Defend the Succeſsion, and conſequently,theſe things 
only, which relate to the Succeſsion, and on which it doth De- 

end: What can be more evident, than that they who take 
the Abjuration, promiſe not to make EffeQual the Proviſo's, nor | 
to oblige the Succeſſor to join in Communion with the Church 
of Exglaud, when he comes to the Crown. Take this other 
h | | KI 5 
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They who take the Abjuration, promiſe to Maintain and Sup- 
port the Succeſsion, and by conſequenee that anly, upon which 
the Succeſsion's taking effect doth depend. 
© But the Proviſo's have no connection with the Succeſsion, and 
the Succeſ ions taking effect in due time. does not Depend on 
them; as is Evident, becauſe the Succeſſor &s not obliged to 
bobſerve them, till after the Succefsion has taken effect. Therefore 
They who take the Abjuration, promiſe not to Maintain the 
2 Proviio's, or tooblige the Succeſſor to join in Communion” with 
the Church of England, , . 

It will be ſaid, that they who take the e4bjuration, do not 
promiſe ſimply, to Maintain and Support the Succeſsion, but 
„to Maintain and Support the Succeſsion eAs it is Settled and 
1Entailed in the two A&s referr'd to, and particularly that 
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Which contains the Proviſo's: And feeing they promiſe to 

*Z Maintain and Support the Succeſsion As it is Settled and En- 
> tailed in that Act which contains the Proviſo's, therefore the 
= eAs muſt ofa neceſsity Reduplicate upon the Pravito's. 
But when they who take the efbjuration, promiſe to 

> Maintain and Support the Succeſsion eAs it is Settled: and En- 

> tailed in the Act which contains the Proviſo's, it can never 
be thought that the eAs Reduplicats upon the Proviſo's, till firſt 
it be clearly Proven, that the Proviſo's belong to the Succeſsi- 
on, have connexion therewith, or are conditions on which it 
> doth Depend. I ſhould indeed grant that the e would Redu- 
plicate on the Proviſo's, if the Proviſo's were conditions of the 
Succeſsion, or if the fulfilling them had been neceſſary in order 
to being Conſtituted and Nominated Succeſſor, or it the falfil- 
ling them were neceſſary to the compleating the Succeſsion, and 
its taking effect in due time: Nay, I ſhall ſay, that if fulfilling 
= theſe Proviſo's were any manner of way requir'd in order to 
theſe ends, they who incline that way, might have ſomething | 
d Quible againſt. But let any perſon ſhew; how it can be ſaid, 
= that they who take the eA4bjuration, promiſe to Maintain: and 
Support the Proviſo's, by their promiſing to Maintain and Sup- 
= port the Succeſsion, A it is Settled and Entailed in the Act; 
gif the Succeſsion hath no. connexion with the Proviſo's in _ A 
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Act, nor any manner of Dependance upon them: Or, how it 
can be imagined,” that the Proviio's ſhould be Terms or condi- 
tions of the Succeſsion, when they do not take place, but after 
the Sueceſsion has taken effect, and is turned into Poſſeſsion. 
And if people will ſay, that the eAs Reduplicats upon the Pro- 
viſo's, without being able to Prove Solidely and Demonſtrative- 
ly, that the Succeſsion hath a Relation to the Proviſo's, and De- 
pendance on tliem as Terms and conditions, they muſt of a ne- 
ceſsity run into that which is call'd the Popiſh Circle, and aſſert, 
that the eAs Reduplicats on the Proviſo's, becauſe they are 
'Terms and conditions of the Succefsion ; and that they are 
Terms and conditions of the Succeſsion, becauſe the eAs Redu- 
plicats on them. Thus the Papiſte believe the Church of Rome 
to be the true Church, becauſe they believe that the Scriptures, 
which are the word of GOD, fay that it is ſo: And they be- 


eve that the Scriptures are the word of GOD, becauſe the 


Church of Rome, which they believe to be the true Church, ſays 
that they are ſo. FIRED e 


34%. They who take the Abjuration, do not promiſe ſimply, | 


to Maintain and Support the Succeſsion of the Crown, as it is, 
and ſtands Settled and Entailed in the Act; but as it is, and ſtands 
Settled and Entailed in the Act, or Limited to the P. 8 
aud Her Heirs being Proteſtauts. Theſe are the words of the 
Abjuration. eAnd hence it is evident, that they who take the 
eAbjuration, do not Swear to every thing in that Act which it 
referrs to, and which contains the Proviſo's, but only and ſolely 
to that in the Act referr'd to, which Limits the Entail of the 
Succeſsion of the Crown to the P. Sophia, and Her Heirs being 
Prote/tants. Now it is certain, that the Proviſo's in the Act 
referr'd to, and particularly the Succeſſor's being oblig'd to jorn 


in Communion with the Church of Exgland, do not Eimite the 
Succeſsion of the Crown to the P. Sophia, aud Her Heirs being © 
Proteſtants. If any Perſon can let me ſee, what way it can be 
ſaid, that the Proviſo's Limite the Succeſsion of the Crown, to 
the P. Sophia, and her Heirs being Proteſtants, more than ro the 
King of Preſſia, or any other Proteſtant Family, that might 
have been pitched on, erit mihi maguus e pollo. Nothing can be 


more 


e 
7 Ty 
3 
57803 
<9 
3 
1 


IS, 
9 
Wes 3-7 2 
Tok es EL 
\ + 


+ 


1 


more ctear, than that the Proviſd's Limite not the Sueceſsion 
to her but are things requir'd of her after the Lymitation of the 
Succeſsion to her has taken effect by her being put in Poſſeſsion. 
What is it in the. Act then that Entails and Limits the Succeſ- 
ſion of the Crown to the P. Sophia, and Her Heirs being Prote- 
ſtants? Tanſwer, if you Read the Act, you will find the Suo- 
ceſsion Entailed and Limited to them by theſe expreſs words, 
which we here {et down, viz. r ee 


Aud be it Enacted and Detlared by the Rings moſt Excellent 
Majeſty, by and with the Advice and Conſent of the Lords Spi- 
ritual and Temporal, and Commons in this preſent Parhament 
 eAſſembled, and by the Authority of the ſame, that the moſt 
Excellent Princeſs Sophia Eleforeſs and Dutcheſs Dowager 
of Hannover, Oc. Be, aud ts hereby declared, to be the next 
in Succeſſion in the Proteſtant Line, to the Imperial Crown and 
Dignity of the ſaid Realms of England, France and Ireland, 
with the Domi niont and Territories thereunto belonging, aten. 
his Majeſiy, and the Princeſ ANN of Denmark, and in de- 
fault of Tue of the ſaid Princeſs ANN aud his Majeſty Re- 
ſpectiveh, Oc. The Crown and Regal Government of the ſaid 
Kingdoms of England, France and Ireland, and of the Do 
minions thereunto belonging, with the Royal State and Dig- 
nity of the ſaid Realms, aud all Honours, Stiles, Niles, Re- 
galities, Prerogatives, Powers, Jurisaiction and eAuthort- 
ties to the ſame belouging and appertaining, ſhall be, remain 
and continue, to the ſaid moſt Excellent Princeſs Sophia, and 
the Heirs of her Body being Proteſtants : eAnd thereunto the 
laid Lords and Commons, ſhall and will in the Name of all 
the People of this Realm, moſs Humbly and Faithfully ſubmit 
themſelves and their Heirs and Poſterities; and do farthfully 
promiſe, that after the Deceaſes of his Majeſty and Her Royal. 
Highneſs, and the Failure of the Heirs of their Reſpective 
Bodies, to ſtand to, Maintain and Defend the [aid Princefs 
Sophia, and the Heirs of her Body, being Proteſtants, accor- 
ding to the Limitation and Succeſſion of the Crown in this 6Att 
ſpecified and contained, to the utmoſt of their DROVE, 15 ; 5 
; | EN To: N 
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min any Conſtruction 


by the Ac to P. Sophia and Her oy Tg: manner of way 


_ Heirs being Proteſtants. TH 
But there is nothing in the Act, that has Relation to, or A ffi- 
nity with the Entailing and Limiting the Succeſs ion to the P. 


Sophia and Her Heirs, excepting the above ſet down Paragraph | 


or Words thereof. Therefore, 


The Ahjuration referrs only to theſe Words in the Act and 
no more, and they Who have taken, it, are not concerned with 


* 


the Proviſos. What 


„ the Words there- 
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What we are coping, will 2 ee Evident, if it be Coil 
dered, that the Words of the Paragraph we are ſpeaking of, and 
1335 are Above ſet down, are (ii the Att it ſelf) called the Li- 
1 of the eAF. The Words ate; Priided always; and it is" 
| hereby E#4e6d, that all and every Perſan and Perſons, who ſhall 


$ | or may take or „ the [aid Crows, by Virtue of the Limitati- 


on of” this preſent eAtt, c. And why they are calPd the Limi- 


E tation of the ect, is Vilble, viz. Becauſe by them the Sueceſ- 


| fon of the Crown is Settled and Limited (0 b. Sophia by Name, 
to the Excluſion of all other Pretenders) and to the Heirs of her 
Body being Proteſtants, and by no other thing chat is eontainꝰd 


in the Ack. eAnd it being evident by what has been laid, that 
they who take the eAbjuration, are not engaged to Maintain 
l and Support the eAct, that is, all and every thing that is contain- 
2 ed therein, but only the Limitation of the edc, they being en- 
= Fe only, To Maintain, Support and Defend the Succeſſion of the 


| Crown, 4s Entailed by the Act, and Limited to P. Sophia and her 
| Heirs: What can be more plain, than, they are not engaged to 
J Majneatn: or make effectual the Proviſo's, which do not belong 


7 to the Limitation of the Act? Take this other 8 198 gifm. 


They who take the eAbjuration, do not promiſe to Maintain 


3 all and every thing contain'd 1 in the Act, but only the Limita- 


tion Of the eAQ. 
But ſo it is, that the Proviſo 8 contaimd in the Act, are not 


the Limitation of the Act. Therefore, 
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4 They who take the Abjuration, are not engaged to Maintain 
or make effectual the Proviſo's contain'd in the Act. 


Ifany Perſon be Obftinate, and will aſſert that the Proviſo's 


3 alſo are the Limitation of the Act. Let him eonſider, that 


hat only is the Limitation of the Act, which Limits the Suc- 


ceſſion to the P. Sophia, &. to the Excluſion of all others, which 
= the Proviſo's do not. And that that only is the Limitation of 
the AQ, which gives the Right and Title to the P. Sophia and 
4 her Heirs to take or Inherite this Crown; for the Parliament 


fa 5, Who ſhall of may take or Inherite the ſaid Crown, by verthe 
of the Limitation of this preſent ect: But the Proviſo's gave not 


che Right and Title to the P. 9 ſeemg ſhe has a "IF ie = 
itle 
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Title to the Succeſſion already, which is to be Compleated by 


Heirs being Proteſtants. But the Proviſo's in the Act do not be. 


Heirs, ia the preceeding part of the Act, and the Security Deri- 


Farther Securities, . beſides, and over and above the Limitation 
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not promiſe to Maintain or make Effectual the Proviſo's, which 


ſay not, I do promiſe to Maintain and Support the Succeſſion of the 


Sophia and her Heirs; Hud alſo, ſoall Maintais the furtlier Se- i 
curities, or Proviſo's mentioncd aud ſpecified in the ſame eAct. Wt 


ko. (t 16 55 


Actual Poſſeſſion, before ſhe can come under any Obligation to 


fulfill the Proviſo's; and therefore the Proviſo's are not the Li- 
miration of the Act, and do not tliereunto belong. 
40. They who take the Abjuration, weren to Maintain 
and Support the Succeſſion of the Crown, as it ſtands Settled 
and Entailed, or Limited in the Act, to P. Sophia, and her 


long to the Settleing, Entailing, or Limiting the Succeſſion of 
the Crown to P. Sophia and her Heirs. And this is yet more 
evident, becauſe they are Further Securities to the Religion and 
Liberties of England, viz. Further Securities, beſides, and o- 
ver and above the Limitation of the Crown, or the Entailing 
and Limiting the Succeſſion of the Crown to P. Sophia and her 


ved or to be Derived therefrom. And tliat the Provito's are 


of the Crown, or the Entailing it to a Proteſtant Family, is clear 
from the expreſs words of the ct, viz. - Aud whereas it is 
Reqrifite and Neceſſary, that ſome further Proviſion be made, for 
Securing our Religion, Laws and Liberties, Sc. eAnd this Fur- 
ther Provifioz are the Proviſo's. The Proviſo's then do not be- 
long to the Limitation of the Act, but are further Securities he- 
ſides and over and above the ſame, and the Security that may 
flow, or be Derived therefrom. eAnd ſeeing they who take the 
eAbjuration, promiſe only to Maintain and Suppott the Succeſ- 
ſton of the Crown as it ſtands Settled and Entailed, and Limit- 
ed in the Act to P. Sophia and her Heirs, it is evident, they do 


do not belong thereto, but are Further ſecurities. Thus, they 
who take the Abjuration, ſay, 1 40 2 to Maintain and Su 

port the Succeſſion of the Crown, as by the ect it ſtands Settled 
aud Entailed, or Limited to the P. Sophia and her Heirs. But 


Crows, as, by the eAct, it ſtands Settled and Entailed to the P. 
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And hence it is manifeſt, that they who take ' the Abjurationz, 
promiſe not to Maintain or make effectual the Proviſo's, and 
particularly that the Succeſſor ſhall join in Communion with 
the Church of Ezg/and, when he comes to the Crown. What 
is here ſaid may be ſumm'd up in this Syllogiſm. . 
They who take the Abjuration promiſe only to maintain and 
ſupport the Sueceſſion, as by the Act it is Entailed and Limited 
to the P. Sophia and her Heirs. „„ 3 
hut the Proviſo's do not belong to the Succeſſion, as by the 
Ad it is Entailed and Limited to the P. Sophia and her Heirs, 
but are further Securities and Proviſion beſides and over and 
above the ſame. Therefore OS . 
They who take the Abjuration, promiſe not to Maintain or 
make Effectual the Proviſo's. . 21 Ws. 
= 5/79. TheSettleing and Entailing the Succeſſion to the P. So. 
Pia, and her Heirs, is the fame with the Limitation of the ect 
= before mentioned; ſo that, they who promiſe in the Abjurati- 
on, to maintain and ſupport the Succeſſion of the Crown, as it 
= is by the Act Settled and Entailed to the P. Sophia and her 


© Heirs, promiſe to Maintain the Limitation of the oft, and nei- 


= ther more nor leſs. But the Limitatation of the et, and the 
= Proviſo's are different things, as has been made appear, and this 
is what is yet further evident, from their being in the Act ex- 
= prelly diſtinguiſhed from the Limitation. Thus the fourth Pro- 
viſo takes place, From and after the time that the further Limi- 
= tation by this Act takes effect. And the fifth Proviſo takes 


place, eAfter the ſaid Limitation ſhall take effet: And to be 
= ſhort, not one of the Proviſo's takes place, till after the time 
that the Limitation has taken full effect. Now ſeeing the Pro- 
viſo's are thus expreſſy diſtinguiſh'd from the Limitation, and 
that the Limitation is one thing, and the Proviſo's another; to 
= promiſe to Maintain and ſupport the Limitation, is not to pro- 
miſe to ſupport and maintain, or make effectual the Proviſo's. 
| Wherefore, ſeerfig they who take the Abjuration, prom iſe only 
to ma intain and ſupport the Limitation, it is certain, that they 
do not thereby promiſe to Maintain or make effectual the Pro- 


e- de l * 
. viſo's, and to oblige the Succeſſor to join in Communion * n 
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the Exg/iſh Church, when He or She comes to the Poſſeſſion of 
rr, ͤ ͤ SS 
To conclude, if all that has been ſaid on this head be laid to- 
gether, and duly pondered, it will be ſo manifeſt and clear, that 
they who take the A bjuration, promiſe not to maintain or make 
effectual the Proviſo's, and engage not to oblige the Succeſſor 
to join in Communion with the Church of England, after the 
Succeſſion has taken effect, that no room can be left for doubt- 


Now, if we lay down this as a firm Concluſion, and whiclr 
cannot be ſhaken, that the Abjuration is no ways concern'd with 
the Proviſo's, which I think we now may, after what has been 
ſaid, a firm and ſure Foundation will be laid, for removing any 
difficulty that may ariſe from the Conſideration of any thing 
that is ſaid in the other c, viz. Hand decimo Tertio G 

uarto Gulielmi 3. Regis, Whatever way the Maintenance of 
the Church of Ezg/2z4as by Law Eſtabliſhed, may be faid to 
Depend on the two es referr'd to in the eAbjuration, and 
particularly that which contains the Proviſo's, it can never be 
{aid to Depend on that eAct, becauſe the Provifo's contain'd | 
therein, are Sworn to in the eAbjuration. But let us hear the 

words of this ect, which occaſioned fo much fcruple ; They are 
thei” VIE a STC Ml 


On which A, ( Namely that are Referr'd to in the eAbjura- 


tion) the Safety of Tour Majeſties Royal Perſon aud Govern- | 


ment, the Continuance of the Monarchy of England, the 5 
Maintenance of the Church of England, as by Law Eſta- 


bliſhed, the Security of the eAncient and Undoubted Rights 1 


and Literties, and the Future Peace and Tranguillity ef this 77 


Ning dom do ( under GOD |) intirely Depend : To the Intent 


therefore, that the ſaid eee may be for ever Inviolably pre- 

ferved, and that all Future Queſtions and Diviſions, by rea- 

ſor of any pretended Titles to the Crown, may be prevented, 
Kc. Let it be Euacted, viz. That all Perſons Undernam- 
ed take the following Oath, Namely the eAbjaration. TY = 

| ME: ere 


bw Of Es 7 0 OO 


a A 


2 | of the Act, to Exclude the Church of England altogether from 


_ 


3 9 : | 
| : "Here two things are aſſerted, Firſt, That the Security of the 
Church of England as by Law Eftabliſhed, ' Depends on theſe 
Acts; And Secondly, That it is the Intent and Deſign of the 
= Oath of eAbjuration, that theſe Acts be for ever Inviolably pre- 
= ſerved. As to the firſt ef theſe, That the Security of the Church 


of Enzlandas by Law Eſtabliſhed, depends on theſe Acts. That 
tlris may be ſet in its due Ligat, it mult be conſidered that,  - 
The Queſtion is not, what way, or how much, the Main- 


tenance of the Church of Exg/and depends on theſe Acts, or 


either of them, confidered in tlie bulk : But what way; or how 
much the Maintenance of that Church depends on theſe Acts, 
in ſo far as they are Sworn to in the Abjuration? The Reaſon 
is, becauſe we are concern'd with theſe Acts no further than 
Reference is made to them, or they are Sworn to in the Abju- 
ration. The Queſtion then is, if all things contain'd in theſe 
Acts, that is the whole of theſe Acts, is referr'd and Sworn to 
in the e4bjuration, or a part of theſe Acts only, that is, the Li- 


mitatiens of them, or Succeſſion of the Crown, Which is, or as 


it is Entailed and Limitedby them. eAnd 1tall and every thing 


cContain'd in theſe Acts, are not referr'd and Sworn to in the Ab- 


juration, but the Limitations of them only, or the Entail of the 
Saccefs10n ſettled by theſe Acts, then the Church of Exglaud 
can have no other Maintenance from the A bjuration, or theſe 
who take it, that J know, except ing what flows from the Li- 
mitation, or Entail ofthe Crown by theſe Acts, that is, from 
the Proteſtant Succeſsion. But certain it is, and made abun- 
dantly evident by the foregoing Arguments, that the eAbjura-_ 
tion is not concern'd with all things containꝰd in theſe Acts, and 
particularly, that they whotake it are not thereby engaged to 


maintain and ſupport, or make effectual the Proviſo's. And 
therefore theſe Acts, in fo far as Sworn to, in the Abjurat ion, af 
foord no other Maintenance to the Church of England, than 
they do to the Church of Scot laud, that is, ſuch Maintenance as 
= may be ſuppos'd to flow in common to them both, from the in- 
fluence of the Proteftant Succeſsioͤn. 


It would be indeed hard, and, as I think, to ſtrain the Words 


Main 


„ 00 i 
Maintainance even by the eAbjuration (for that it has Main- 
tainance by the Act, is what no body can doubt of) ſeeing the 
Parliament has faid, Oz which eAfts —— the Maint ainance of 
the Church of England 4 intirely depend, to the intent there- 
fore, c. But, as has been faid, we do not Exclud that Church 
wholly from Maintainance by the eAbjuration, but from Main- 
tainance by it, as taking in and Comprehending the Proviſo's; 
not from Maintainance by it, as Securing the Succeſſion in the 
Proteſtant Line. eAnd hence it is evident, that this is a bad and 
_ Unconcluding Argument, Namely, The Parliament intended 
Ma inta inancè to the Church of England by the eAbjuration, 
therefore they intend that the eAbjuration ſhould Comprehend 
the Proyiſo's. Indeed if the Parliament has ſaid, that they in- 
tended Maintainance to the Church of Ezg/and by the Abjura- 
tion, and if that Church can have no Security or Suſtentation 
by the Abjuration, unleſs it comprehend and take in the Provi- 
10's, I confeſs there will be ſomething to ſay. But it is mani- 
feſt Weakneſs, and diſcovers defect of Judgment, to pretend, 
that becauſe the Parliament intended Mamtainance to the 
Chureh of England by the eAbjuration, therefore they intended 
that the eAbjuration ſhould Comprehend and take in the Provi- 
To's, tho? that Church has Maintainance by the Abjuration ano- 
ther way, Namely, through its Securing the Succeſſion in the 
Proteſtant Line, as ſaid is; and tho that the Parliament intend- 
ed, that Church ſhould have Maintainance by the eAbjuration | 
_ this way, Namely, By cauſing it comprehend and takein the 
Previſos, is what cannot be made appear by any thing that 
looks like the ſhadow of a Reaſon. er 
But let it be obſerved here, that it will by no means follow, 
that becauſe the Maintainance of the Church of England was 
one thing which the Parliament had perhaps in View, or intend- 
ed by Settling the Succeſſion of the Crown in the Proteſtant WW 
Line, and in injoining the eAbjuration for the further Secnrity of 
the ſaid Succeſſion, that therefore they who take the Abjuration, 
either intend or ſhould intend the Maintainance of that Church, 
by their Swearing to Support and Maintain, or by their actual 


Supporting and Maintaining the Succeſſion in the Proteſtant 
R 1 1 5 Line. 


„ tf aw 9 © | g 
Line: The Rea ſon is, becauſe the Parliament gain their In- 


- 


tention, or their Intention is ſufficiently fulfilf d, if they who 


take the Abjuration, do de facto Support and Maintain the Suc- 
ceſſion in the Proteſtant Line, whether they intend the Main- 


" © 


tenance of the Church: of Exgland by their ſo doing, or not; yea 


tho they ſhould intend no other thing thereby, but the Main- 
tenance of the Church of Scotland; or if they Support and Defene 
the ſaid Succeſsion, for other more Valuable ends, than the 


Maintenance of the External Form of the Chureh of England. 


Intentions are only known to GOD, and therefore come not 


under the conſideration of Humane Laws. The Opus Operatum 
is the only thing which the Parliament required, not regard- 


ing what Intention, either Party, or particular Perſons might 


have, in their concurring to Maintain and carry on the Succeſſi- 


on in the Proteſtant Line, providing that they actualy Main- 


tain and carry on the ſame. 5 a TE 

If the Roman Senate had made an Act, ordering Prayers to 
be put up in all Religious eAflemblies, for the Preſer vation 
of the Emperors. and had faid in that Act, that the Safety of 


the City and Empire, the Continuance of the Monarchy of 
Rome, the Maintenance of the Temples and the Warſhip of the Gods, 


and the Peace and Tranquility of the Provinces, deperided on 


their Preſervation : Would the Premit ive Chriſtians have ab- 


ſtained from Praying for the Emperors, contrary to the expreſs 


Apoſtolical Precepts? Or would they have intended the Main- 


tenance of the Temples and Heathniſh Worſhip, in their Pray- 
ers or Endeavours for the Preſervation of theſe there Temporal 
Lords, tho? the Prieſts had ſuch an Intention in their Prayers 
and Sacrifices for them, and tho? perhaps the Senate intended, 
among othek things, the Maintenance of the ſaid Temples and 


Worſhip, in and by the Preſervation of their Emperors, and 


the Prayers put up for their Preſervation ? To put an end to 
this Point, from what has been ſaid, you may underſtand, that 
theſe Presbyterians who have taken the Abjuration, concur no 
further towards the Maintenance of the Church of Exgland, 


= than Cornelius the Centurion, & Sergius Paulus in the firſt Centu- 
ry, or the Chriſtians in the Army of M. Aurelius in the ſe- 
| ES. x 
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cond Century, who ſaved the whole Army by a Miraculous ; 


Rain from Heaven, which they procured by their Prayers; or 
the Thebear Legion in the Army of Maximianus Cæſar in the 


Third Century, who died Martyrs all of them; or than other 


. 


Primitive Chriftians concurr'd towards the Maintenance of 
the Pagan Temples and Worſhip, by their contributing, with 


Sword in hand and otherways, towards the Supporting and 


Maintaming the State of the Roman Emperours, on whom the 
Ma intainance of the Pægan Worſhip and Temples depended eve- 
ry wheet as much, as the Maintenance of the Church of England 


can be ſuppoſed to depend on the Maintenance and Eſtabliſn- 


ment of the Succeſſion in the Proteſtant Line. So widely do 


theſe Well-meaning Men miſtake things, who are ftartled at 


Auch Maintenance of the Church of England, as the Abjurat ion 


-doth oblige to. 


* 


Vet aſter all, Maintenance of the Church of Eng lanchasproteſtant, 


or concurring toward the keeping it from being overwhelmed by 


= 
* 


o 


Popery, is a good Work to the which all the good Proteſtants in 


Europe ſhould Contribute their beſt Endeavours, And this is 


not in the leaſt Inconſi ſtent with our C ontributing in the mean 
time, and when we are calPd of GOD, all that we can, 
towards a further Reformation of that Church in an 


orderly way, or in a way not contrary to the Laws of the Goſ- 


* 


Inviolably Preferved. I look on this as the Chief and principal 
Objection, and I confeſs it carys with it ſome ſhew of Reaſon, i 


! 


ſigne of the Oath of eAbjuration, that theſe eds be for ever in- 
violably preſerved. eAnd hence it is inferred, that it is the in- 
tent of the eAbjuration, that the Proviſo's be for ever Inviolably 


preferved, in regard that the Proviſo's are contained in one 
theſe eAQts: And hence it will follow that the Provifo's are 


Sworn to in the eAbjuration, elſe it could not be the intent of 
the Parhament by the eAbjuration that they may be for ever 


F, 


wo 
6 
42 
VIP, 
Y 
96, 5 
8 

* $ 
; - 
*. 

5 

, 


PRES. 8 = 
The ſecond thing eAſſerted is, 'That it is the Intent and de- 


AG TIEN e 


wherefore I ſhall inſiſt the more fully on it, hopping to ſet the 
my whole Matter in ſuch a clear Light, that any Rational Man, 
mu - who will conſider what we have to ſay, ſhall be convinced » : 


* 


his Conſcience, that the Miullters of the Church of Scotland, and 
others who have taken then eAbjuration, have eARed_ with 


EB Judgment in that affair, and behaved as Men of Knowledge, 
and that the Parliament by Impoſing the Abjuration, has hot 
f Impoſed on Presbyterians an Oath Contrary to Presbyterian — || 
L Principles. „ 5 
* 1 fy then, that if the meaning of theſe words of the AQ, be 
made to be, that it was the intention of the Parliament in ma- 
- king the 'eAbjuration, thattheſe Acts referred to, that is all and 
19 every thing contained in theſe Acts (and conſequently the Pro- 
- viſo's) ſhould remain for ever Inviolable ; I know nothing it 
O can prove, but this: that the Parliament miſled one thing Which 
t they intended by the Abjuration. For if the Proviſo's are not in 
n the Abjuration; as we have proven. they really are not, it will ne- 
| ver follow they are in it, becauſe it was the intention of the 
t, Parliament, that they ſhould be in it. Intentions can never alter 
Y things. If it ſhould be Voted, or aſſerted in the Narrative ofaneAQ, 
n That the Church does not ſtand in the Church-yard, it will ſtand 
18 there notwithſtanding, till it be pulPd down and Built elfe- 
N where. Tho? the Parliament had faid poſitively, it was their 
n, intention that the Proviſo's ſhould be in the eAbjuration,yet they 
nN BW will never be there, till they be really put there. And it is 
much more reaſonable to argue after this manner, The Provi- | 
ſo'ẽs are not really in the eAbjuration, therefore it was not the 
e- intention of the Parliament that they ſhould be there; than to 
#- x argue thus, It was the intention of the Parliament that the Pro- 
n- WF viſo's ſhould be in the Abjuration, therefore they muſt be there, 
ly I whither they be really there or not. 5 
ne But neither are the Proviſo's in the Abjuration, neither was 
re 


the Parliament miſtaken in their intention, for they never in- 
tended that the Proviſo's ſhould be in the Abjuration, nor, when 
ver they ſaid, To the Intent therefore that the ſaid ect may be for 
pal ever Inviolably Preſerved, did they intend, that all and every 
on, ¶ thing contain'd in theſe Acts, ſhould be for ever Inviolably Pre- 
ſerved; But only, that the Limitations of theſe e Acts ( as they 


an, expreſs it) be for ever Inviolably Preſerved, that is, the Suc- 
» 1 To : e n 


ceeſſion of the Crown, Limited or Entailed by theſe.oAQts, to the 
- 5 | 1 0 and her Heirs being Proteſtants. So that when they 
ſaid, To the Intent therefore, that the [aid aAltis may. be for ever 
of thefe aAFts, or all the particular things and Clauſes in them, 
but only the Limitations of theſe eAFts, that is, the particular 
Clauſes in them, by which the Proteſtant Succeſhon is Settled 
Io ſet this in a clear Light, let it be. obſerved, that the Suc- 


Izviolably Preſerved, by acts, they did not underſtand the whoje 


ceſsion ef the Crown, is Entailed to the P. Sophia and her Heirs 


in the ſecond of theſe Acts referr'd to in the Abjuration: -eAnd 
that they have their Right to the Succeſsion of this Crown, by 
virtue of the Limitation of that dt, not by virtue of that 
whole AR, or every,thing that is contain'd therein, but only 
by vertue of that part of it, which they call he Limitation of the 
cf. This is evident, as from the Nature of the thing, ſo from 
the expreſs words of that Act in & 2. Where it is ſaid, Provid- 
ed always, and it is hereby Enacted, that all aud ever Perſon 
and Perſons, who ſhall or may take or Inherite the ſaid Crown. by 
virtue of the Limitation of this preſent Act, Fc. P. Sophia, 

then and Her Heirs, have not their Right from that whole 
Ad, but from the Limitation of that eAft. Vet in that ſame 


Act it is ſaid, eAzd that every King and Queen of this Reaimgwho 4 
ſhall come to Succeed in the Imperial Crown of this Kzugaom, by 


virtue of this Act, hall have, Oc. What is before call'd, Li- 


mitat ion of this A, is here call'd the HA. So that , here, 


EY 


and Limitation of the ddt, are Equivalent Terms, one and the 
fame thing; and by e in this Paragraph, we are not to un- 
derſtand the oh of the eAf, or all and every thing contain'd 
therein, but only @ part of the Act, namely that part of it, which 
is call'd the Limitation of the eAft, The caſe is the ſame here; 
when the Parliament ſaid, To the Intent therefore, that the ſaid WM 


Acts may be for ever Inviolably Preſerved, their meaning was 


not, that the whole of theſe e Ade, or all and every thing that is | 


contain'd in them, may be for ever Inviolably Preſerved, but 


that the Limitation of theſe ed, may be for ever Inviolably . 


Preſerved, or that part of them which Eſtabliſnes the Succeſsi- 


» 


on of the Crown in the Proteſtant Line. In the AQ referr'd to, 
To inherit the. Crown ff #1 
Crown by vertae of the Limitation f the Act, are the fame thing: 
Wherefore in this et; To the intent therefore that the ſaidatts 
miy be for ever inviolably preſerved, and, to the intent therefore 
that the Limitations of the ſaid Acts may be for ever inviolably 
preſerved, are one and the ſame thing in like manner. 
Thus alſo (in Act 17. An. 1. Annæ Reg; Paragr: 3.) it is ad, 
| That if any perſon or perſons at any time after the firſt day 
March 1702. ſhall endeavour to deprive or hinder 4 perſon who 

ſhall be next in Succeſſion to the Crown, for the time being: accord. 


y 8 ing to the Limitations iz the Act, (viz. The firſt Act referred to 
in the Abjuration) and according to one other ect, &c. (via. 


the ſecond Act referred to in the Abjuration) that is, accordingto 
the Limitation of one other eAct, as is farther evident from what 
is there added, v. Hinder from Succeeding, after the deceaſe-of 
Her Majeſty to the Imperial Crown of this Realm, according to 
the Limitations iz the before mentioned Acts, &c. which plainly . 
ſhows,. that by one other et, they underſtood Limitation of one 
other «Act ; So that to ſay , inſtead of Parts of eAdts, or 
| Limitations of eActe, is ordinary Parliamentary Stile in fuch 
= Caſes. Wherefore, when it is ſaid here, To the Intent therefore 
= that the ſaid Acts may be for ever inviolably preſerved, no more 


can be made of it, but thus, Io the Intent therefore, that the Li. 
;- | mutations of the ſaid Acts may be for ever inviolably preſerved. 


= And that what we are ſaying may be evident, even to a de- 
monſtration, and not ſo much as the ſhaddow of a pretence 
may be left for doubting, Let us take a particular view of the 


= Tenor of this Act under conſideration, in the Narrative of which 


it is ſaid, To the Intent therefore that the ſaid Aets may be for 
„ever inviolably preſerved. | e ; 


A begianeth thurn 35 | 

= Whereas by an Act made in the firſt Tear of the Reign of hon 
= 70/7 Excellent Majeſty, and your late Royal Conſort Queen Mary, 
ever Bleſſed Memory, Entituled, An Act Declaring the Rights 


aud 


by vertue of the odd, and, to inberite te 


— 


— 


* 
* „ 


Iſſue to | ma 
fault of therm,oreooth 


fue of 


r 0 . 
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. 


* 


=. 


4. 


and R. | Governitſen "of\.chi is. Realm: ſhould rn "70'the 


Po e * by "we 


have their Right to the Cad by 


After this, t Is the new, Nap 2 N 48 we are pe 

of, goes bn X WOE * l N 8 FS 8 a king 
- And eee, by, ce "mods i. che eb Ye 9 
2 oi bf th 4 5 and Ae e he Ng . T 1 % 
of the Sbjefts, &c. I wat Exacred, & c. UI. That Ace er che 
Death 0 . ANNE, — in default of Her Tus; "the © | 


i 


P. Sophie, „ her 'H 0 ben Proteſtants. And" In 7 
manner, by one other A in this, Sehveft de, we müſt Un 8 
ſtand by the "Lipnit ar gr of” O b hr / AR, * e evident By ch 
fame Reaſons! b. Hecaàuſe it is hy- the Linrit thn WP tar 9 
only, that the''FickeRon 91 the Crowh' E atalled 1 S5 
Sophia and her Heirs, and by no other thing | Sifta th þ 


ere) 


2. "Becauſe the Parliament it ſelf putteth 1075 gloſs on it; in the 


before cited Sentence, na mel 5 Provifedhwonvr, and 2 It Here. 
by Enacted, that all aui every. perſon at Pet nr, eO all or 
may take or inherit te {aid Crown, ty "ertie" of Fhe Limitatio 
of this preſent Act. Here they ſay rig P. Sophia and her'Heir 
one de Ab; made im the 
Twelfth Vear of K. Williams 51 But in the Sentence We 
have cited they fay; that P. So ph , her Heirs Have tReit 
Right to the Crown by vertue 6 a the - Line ation Hut e Ax. 
According to the Parliaments gloſs then, thefe words of this 
eAct, via. Whereas hy one other Act made in 2 Tae HHN Tear of 


Jour Majeſty's Reign miuſt'be' Paraphraſed 4er. this manner Where. 


as bythe Limitation of one other Act madè in the Twelth'Tear 5 


| Tour Majeſty's Reigy, Wherefore it is no leſs evident that h. 
ons ot her eAct in'this fed we muſt under 4855 the Liwitat'o 
| of one other Al, &. 1 


Aſter this it is added, 25 f ; as * 
And whereus the French Rig 12 Hope 1 of © Difurling * the. 


Pears and N 9 of bu Majeſtir, and your en, hath cazſed 
the prete nile 


land, and Ireland, der pon he Hag Hamed the feed ile, and 


Wales 1 bo Proclabiied Rive England, Scot- 


e, oy uy Deftwice of the' Proviſions mage . the E/tablifh. | 
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n of the Title and Succeſſion of the Crown by the ſaid ſeverg] 
ſpeak of, were 


— ney n tony 8 —— — 


+ 


#s of Parliament, c. But the Proviſions which they here 
{made by the Limitations of theſe ſeveral (or 
irliament, wherefore by the ſevera] As. here, 


two) Acts of 


we muſt ſtill underſtand, the Limitations of theſe ſeveral, Acta, 


and not theſe whole Aeg. Then it is ſaid, «+ 


Os which ſaid Acts, the ſafety of your. Majeſty's Royal Perſon 
and Government, the Continuance of the Monarchy, of England, 
_ the preſervation of the Proteſtant Religion, the maintainance of 


the Charch of England as by Law Eſtabliſhed, . c. Do under 
GOD iatirely depend. On which ſaid Acts, that is, on which | 
faid Acts. before mentioned; but the Limitations of the | 
Acts only, are before mentioned; therefore a which ſaid | 


Acta Signifies, on the Limitations of which ſaid Acts. Then fol- 


low the words which occaſion the Scruple, viz. A 8 
To the intent therefore that the ſaid Acts may be for ever invi- 


olably preſerved, &c. What faid eActs? The ſaid Acts be- 
fore mentioned, certainly, viz. That which is intituled An Act 
 decrring the Rights and Liberties of the Subjects, and Settling the 


Succeſſion of the Crown, And the other intituled, Az Act for 
the further Limitation of the Crown, Cc. But the Limitations 
of theſe Acts, only are before mentioned, and not theſe Acts 
conſidered in the bulk, as is evident from what is ſaid. Where- 


fore, To the intent theſe Acts may be for ever inviolably: preſerv. 


ed, can Import no more, ſignify no more, intend no more, but 
this, To the intent that the Limit atations of theſe Acts may be 
for ever Inviolably preſerved: Not that all and every thing in 
them, or the Proviſo's contained in the ſecond Act, may be for 
ever Inviolably preſerved. If it be needful to ſay any more on this 
1. The Title of this Act, which is, Act for the further Security 
of his Majeſtie s Perſon and the Succeſs of theCrown in the Pro- 


 teſtant line and fbr ext! Fel, ng the hopes of the: Pretended P. ; 
of Wales, and all other Tretenders, and their open and ſecret ed. 
. baters.Hence it is Evident, that the Parliament framed' the Abju- 


ration, and oblidged all Perſons in publick Truſt, therein to pro- 


miſe 


miſe or Swear to maintaln th 


* 


ſaid Acts might be forever Inviolably preſerved, their meaning- 


behooved to be, that their intention was, that the Limitations 


of theſe 4s, or the Proteſtant Succeſſion. Settled by theſe Acts, 


might be forever Inviolably preſerved, in regard, that. the ren- 
dering Inviolable or unalterable, the reſt of the things contained 
in theſe Acts, and particularly the Proviſo's in the ſecond Act, 
could Contribute nothing at all to theſe ends, to the farther ſe- 
curity of the King his Perſon, or of the Succeſſion in the Prote- 


ſtant Line, and the Extinguiſhing of the hopes of the P. of 


Male, and other Pretenders- ' 


2. Tt is ſaid in the Narrative of this AQ, Ard whereas the 
FrenchKing—hath cauſed the P. Prince of Wales to beProclaimed 


King of England, &c. Whereupon he bath: aſſumed the ſaid Stile 


and Title in Open Defiance of the Proviſions made for the Efta- 
bliſhment of the Title and Succeſſion of the Crown by theſe ect 
To the intent therefore that theſe might be for ever Inviolable,&9c. 


It was not in Open Defiance of the Proviſo's, or the other things 
contained in the Acts, that the p. Prince of Wales aſſumed the 
Title and Stile of K. James the third, but in Open Defiance of _ 


the Limitations of theſe Acts, by which alone the Proviſions 
for the Eſtabliſhment of the Title and Succeſſion of the Crown 
Were made, and therefore the intention of the Parliament by 
the eAbjuration was, that the Limitations of theſe Acts, by 


which theſe Proviſions were made might be for ever Inviolable, 


the making the Zroviſo's inviolable could ſignifie nothing to 
this. If, To the intent theſe Acts may be for euer inviolable, 
be made to ſignifie To the intent the Limitations of theſe Acts may 


be for ever Inviolable, the Parliament will be made to ſpeak at-- 


ter this manner; Seeing the P. Prince of Wales hath aſſumed 
the Title of K. James, in Open Defiance of the n 5 
| / tele 


he Succe(Gon, as Limited or Enta fl. 
ed by the Acts referred to, for this end, that his Majeſt ies Per- 
ſon, and the Proteſtant Succeſſion, might be the more ſeeured, 
and that Popiſh Pretenders to the Crown, might be more 
effectually prevented. Wherefore When they ſaid, that their 
intention in injoyning the eAbjuration was; that the two fore- 


theſe PI 1 proviſions 90 55 Fs them, for the Security of the 


bode Jucceſſion; 5 we Will make theſe Limitatt- 
. ons ee inviolable, b y the Abjuratior., "But if theſe et be 
AT or 170 whole 0 25 e Acts, the- 1200 60 will be made 
to ſpeak thus. 5 ceing. che p prince of Wales hath” aſſum- 
be Pitle of * ame in Open! Peßande of the Limitations 
85 theſe Acts and proviſions: made in them, for the Security of || 
«the Proteſtant Succeſſion, therefore we will make, theſe „Eimita⸗- FE 
tions for ever, inviolable by the; Abjur ation, and beſides; we will Þ 
' miake.a great manyother” things inv iblable by the lame Oath, 
Which Have no Relati ion at 11770 to that pur, zole, either; to the 
Oboe of the SAR Gr che Protek iner or towards the 
178 r Of the Defiances' 0) the p. Prince of Wales. "W het core, 
8 take Acts in this ; Place, for M of the Acts, « G ils the 
Fe ſpeak Abſurdly ie ao ances | 
© 7. The Parliament wou ak by tmp poſing: the Ab be, oth. 
. theſe AQs for ever.Inviolable, that by that; gende th ey,! might 5 
prevent all future C ueſtions andDiviſions,. byReafon of any pre- 
_ "tended Titles to the Crown, as is fd 1 n this Narrative. 8055 | 
it is Evident, that when they ſaid they would' make theſe, tw 
Ads Tnyiolable, their meaning Was, . they would make the 
? mitations of theſe Acts Inviolable, for ou Mind by the Na i- 
os of theſe Acts only that the e ſup 9 that all future 
i Queltions, and Diviligad by, Redton TONE 994 Tir es to. the 
5 Crown, might be prevented, and Wall could * Never f 1 55 ky 
that the reſt of the things contained in the ſe Acts U- 
larly the Proviſo' 8 could ſerve to that purp ole, « or AVE 0 + of 
cacy that Way. This ! is confirmed by what 8 al + ih - ek ſe- 
cond Act, i the Narrative before. tlie L.imitarion' of the Sue 
- ceMon'to tlie P. Sophia, 8 And it being abſalu arely 8 
ary, for the ſafety, peace, "ang quiet of this Reg to 056 at a 
\," doubts and contentions % the ſae, by reaſon of an þ Ye Wl i TH 
to the Coe, end b aint ain a certainty in the ON il on 
#9 wphich your She e 1a) 'Jafe E have Recoarſe ſe for 7 al: 44 14 
in cale the Limit ations i tie ſaid. Recit ed AT 60% 11 ne : 
— Therefore ef at be Eads Tes, ts. That the Spccelhon x (565 Eg- 


/ 
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the Cn might be prevented. 


** 


(" +. 


chilled to ce k P. pe and her. eirs beide! Pictet Po TENY 
we may ſee; that it Was the imnitations of the A's, "vr the 

tlie Sudceffidn, 19105 t the, Parliament fuppoſed”. (Far Hu. 
türe QUEIAISHS | and Diviſſöhs, by, Reaſoti'of pretendeq "Titles" £0 


1 And Its clear, that making 
firth/rhe'Provito 8˙5 Has no Relation to that Affair. In a word it 


is manifelt both by the Title and Tenor of the Narrative 'of 
this Actʒ that E Parliament had no other thing in view, but 
the Seit y E Eimitations of the forefaid Ads, and the 


more ben bleme of the Proteſtant: Sticcefſion,, in form- 
ing this AQ, and ithoyning the Abjuration thereby; and to the 
Intent therefore th tthe faid As may be for ever Inviolably. 


| pr reſerves.” to 2. be drawn to ſignity, to the intent therefore” 


hit huh Fbeſb Act may bet Fever” inviolably preſer v 


| — Wit our, manifeſt wreſting 113 Senſe, and perverting the 


Lebe the whole Narrative 6 07 this d. 

- 4197 When the Parliament, ſpeaking 'of the two Adds, ſaid, 5 
To the uten # therefore” the ſaid Acts may be far ever Inviolably 
Preſer ved, if by the firſt of theſe Acts, they underſtood no more 
but the Limitation of it,” by the ſecond. 'A they underſtood the 
fame, that is, not, the whole Act, but Eimitation of the Act: For 
It cannot be ſup oſed; that they would take that one word. | 
pg in o al rent Senſes, the firſt of theſe Acts which it 

comprehends, underſtanding only the Limitation of the AR, , 
and*by the ſecond underftanding rhe whole of the Ack: That 
would be to ſpeak after à very Unuſual and Unintelligible man- 
ner; and-different from the'marinet of all Mankind. We may 
be fure then, if by the firſt Act ( comprehended in the Plural 
word Acts") they underſtood the Limitation of the Act, that 
by tlie ſecond Act they underſtood: the- ſame thing. But certain 
it 15; that by the firſt of theſe Acts, they did not underſtand, 
the whale of the Act, but only the Limitation of that Act: For 


thereby-they underſtood that Which the intended to Tender In- 0 


Vviolabſe by ps wining tlie Abjuration 3 but it was nor the whole, 
of the firſt-A' but the Limitation of «that'A&@& only, whioh 


ow intended to make Invi6lable by the . And this 
is 


. 
n 
. 
* 1 - „ 
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is evident, becauſe the Abju PROS ol no relation at al. to any 
thing in that firſt Act, but the Limitation of it only; for they 
Who take the Abjuration, Swear only to Maintain the Succeſſi- 
on of the Crown as it ſtands Settled and Entailed in that. firſt 
Aft; and the reſt of the things therein (ex: gr; the Abrogating 
:the Oaths of Allegiance. and Supremacy, and Subſtituting two 
_-@thers in their Room) are ſo remote from any Relation to the 
Succeſſion as ſettled in that eAct, that if there be any who pre- 
tend, that the Takers of the Abjuration, do by their Swearing 
to Maintain the Succeſſion as ſettled in that Act, Swear to all 
the other things conta in'd therein, they will never be able to 
ſay any thing to juſtify ſuch a pretence, but what will diſcover 
Miſerable Weakneſs or manifeſt Partiality. 1 
In the beginning of the Narrative of this ſecond Act, the 
Parliament ſpeaking of the firſt Act ſays, whereas (among other 
things) it was Enacted, viz. That the Succeſsion of the Crown 
ſhould be Entailed or Limited fo and o, c. And I would I 
fain know how it can be pretended that they who take the 4b- BB 
juration, do by their Swearing to Maintain the Succeſsion as 
Entailed and Limited in that Act, Swear to Maintain the other 
things which are containd therein. If it be aſſerted, that to 
Swear to Maintain one thing contain'd in an Act referr'd to, is 
to Swear to Maintain the other things contain'd in the Act, for 
the ſame reaſon it muſt be aſſerted, that Swearing to Maintain 
one Act, is to Swear to Maintain all Acts; for two or three 
different eActs made at different times cannot contain things 
more different, than ſome things which are .contain'd in this 
Act we are ſpeaking of. Cn „o 
Seeing then that the Parliament ſaid, that they intended to 
make the firſt Act Inviolable by the Abjuration, and ſeeing the 
Abjuration has no relation at all to any thing in that firſt Act 
but the Limitation of it only, and conſequently can make nothing 
of it Inviolable but only the Limitation of it, their faying they 
intended to make the firſt Act inviolable by the 4bjuration,could 
have noother meaning, but that they intended to make the Li- 
mitation of that firſt Act Inviolable by the Abjuration. Om | 
Po | 5 


10 
. 


3 


fore ſeeing the Parliament ſpeaking of theſe two eActs, ſaid, 10 


the Intent therefore the ſaid eActs may be for ever Inviolably pre- 
ſerved, and it being certain that by the firſt of theſe Acts, they 
endefſtood no more but the Limitation of it, and ſeeing this very 
thing makes it evident, that by the ſecond of theſe eActs- they, 
underſtood no other thing but the Limitation of it in like man- 
ner, what can be more clear than that, To the * Intent therefore - 


meaning but this, Namely, To the Intent therefore the Limita- 
tions of the ſaid Acts may be for ever Inviolably preſerved. 


* - , 
2 


Now by what has been ſaid you may underſtand, that the 
Principal point in this Debate is not as is commonly thought, 
about the ſecond of the Acts referr'd to in the eAbjuration, and 
which contains the Proviſo's, but concerning the firſt Act refer: 


: red to therein, and the hinge of the Controverſy lies in this, 
. Namely, If the Takers of the eAbjuration are Sworn to all and 

1. every thing that is contain'd in that firſt Act, pr only to the Li- 

1 BD mitation of it, or Succeſsion ſettled therein? For if nothing 

& but the Limitation of the firſt Act is Sworn to in the Abjurati - 
on, it will follow, that when the Parliament faid, it was their 
intention by the eAbjuration, that the /aid Acts be for ever In- 

_ violably Preſerved, their meaning was, it was their Intention 
5 that the Limitation of the firſt eAct he for ever Inviolably Pre- 


| ſerved; and hence it will follow, that it was their intention 
| next that the Limitation of the ſecond eAct only be for ever In- 
violably preſerved : eAnd if their meaning was only that they 
intended that the Limitations of the eActs ſhould be for ever In- 
violably Preſerved, it will follow that the Maintenance of the 
Church of England which they ſpeak of, is ſuch as depends on the 
Limitations of the Acts; and hence it will follow, that the 
Takers of the eAbjuration are not concerned . with that Main- 


ct tainance of the Church of England which depends on the firſt 
ng Proviſo, and do not affoord Maintenance to theChurch of Exg- 
13 and, otherways than in and by their Concurring towards the 
1 


| Maintaining and Supporting the Succeſſion in the Proteſtant _ 
Line; as the firſt Chriſtians affoorded Maintenance 1 
| 8 > an 


the ſaid eAats may be for ever Inviolably preſerved, has no other ; 


4 4 


| | | 5 1 „ 
and heſides their intention, to che 22774 Worſhip and Temples, 
in and by their concurring towards the Maintaining and Sup- 
porting the Ron Swaperoars s. 
8H. It is evident by- what has already been ſa id, that the 
eAbjuration includes not the Proviſo's; and that they Who have 
ta ken it, are not thereby Engaged to make effectual the ſame, 
. but only to Ma intafflahd Support the Limitations of the two 
Acts, and no more, and are not concern'd with the reſt of the 
things conta ĩin'd in them. And hence it is manifeſt, that when 
the Parliament ſaid, tliat they intended to make the Acts Invi- 
olable or Unalterable by the Abjuration, their meaning was no 
other than that they intended to make the Limitations of theſe 
Acts Inviolable thereby: For they would never pretend to 
make theſe things Tnviolable by the Abjuration, which they 
knew the Abjuration did not reach, and to which it had no 
manner of Relation. We conclude then, that the meaning of 
theſe words, To the Intent therefore that the ſaid Acts may be 
for ever Inviolably Preſerved, can be no other than this, To the 
Intent that the Limitations of theſe As, i. e. the Succeſſion of 
the Crows Limited or Entailed by them, to the P. Sophia and 
Her Heirs being Proteſtante, may be for ever Inviolably Preſerved. 
 eAiter all, if what has been ſaid be conſidered, it will be eaſy | 
to eAnſwer'the Arguments, which are raiſed from the words 
eng Act againit the eAbjuratioa. The firſt Argument is 
8 n , be EIS 
The Parliament intended by the Abjuration Maintainance to 
the Church of Exgland. + . 5 
But the Church of Exgland can have no Maintainance by the 
Abjuration, unleſs it comprehend the Proviſo's. Therefore 
The Parliament intended that the bjuration ſhould compre- 
hend the Proviſobs. 1 Gbe 20 eo. 
Anſwer, It is evident from what has: been. ſa id, that the Mi. 
nor of this Syllogiſm is falſe.” For the Church of Exglaud has 
Maiatenance by the eAbjuration, without its. comprehending 
the Proviſo's, in regard that it ſecures the Succeſſion in the Pro- 
teſtant Line: And ſecurity to the Proteſtant Succeſſion, is ſe- 
5 2 | . 5 B | curity 


= 


es N 


: curity to the Church of Eggen 83 all the Proteſtants in 

%%% ĩ / 
It Was the intention of the Parliament in Forming and Im- 1 

E poling the Abjuration, to make the eActs referr'd to therein In- 


violable for ever. — eee, HE 
But the Acts referr'd to in the Abjuration contain the Provi- 
ſo's.”* Therefore: - he OE Ars rover ö 
It was the intention of the Parliament in Forming and Impo- 

ſing the eAbjuration, to make the Proviſo's Inviolable for. ever. 

The Anſwer is, That it was not the intention of the Parlia- 

ment that all and every thing contained in the Acts, but only 
that the Limitations of che Acts be Inviglable. All which things 

are ſo obvious and plain, that it is a wonder that any People 
ſhould be found amongſt us ſo Ignorant as to make the taking 
this Oath'a Ground of Separation. 3 i 
After all, there is one other Object ion againſt the Abjuratj- 
on, which, tho? T cannot call it very material, yet as I am in- 
formed, is very common, and ur the Mouths of many Perſons: 
And it is this, Namely, They who take the eAbjuration, pro- 

© miſe to Maintain and Papas the Succeſſion of the Crown, as the 

« ſame is and ſtands Settled and Entailed in the two Engliſh 


+ 
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Hels referr'd to: And ſeeing they who take the eAbjuration,,. 


* © now after the Union, by Crown, muſt underſtand zhe Britiſh 
S © Crows, it will follow, that they ſay or Swear ſomething in 

that Oath, which is not true in matter of Fact, Namely, That 
5 © the acceſſion of the Britiſh: Crown was Settled and Entailed by 

* thule two Engliſh eAtts, which neither was nor could be, in 
s regard, that that part of the-Eritiþ Crows. only, which was 
5 « Eaglith, was Settled and Entailed by theſe Acts, whereas that 
; part of it which belongs to Scotland, was Settled and Entail- 
8 ed by the Scottih Parliament, or Union- Act. g 


To which it may be Anſwered, E oo © 

8 1. That there is no great neceſſity of making Succeſſion of” the: 

i Crows in the eAbjurarion, to ſignify, Succeſſion of the Dritiſh 

Crowz, in regard, that it is ſufficient, and the ends of the b. 
. juration will be abundantly eAnſwered, if thereby we 8 


& 


ſtand, Seceſſion of the Crown in eee, Engliſh. And the rea- 
ſon is manifeſt, becauſe they who Swear to Support and Main- 
tain the Succeſſion of the Engliſh Crown, as ſettled and Entailed 
in the ſaid eAfs, do thereby Swear to Maintain and ſupport 
the Succeſſion of the Scottiſh Crown in the Family of Hanover, 
and that becauſe by the Union-Act, the two Crowns are joined 
together, and Scotland and England made one Nation or King- 
dom; So that, as things now ſtand, they who Swear to ſup- 


port and Maintain the Succeſſion of the Eugliſb Crown as ſet- 


tled and Entailed in the faid Acts, do thereby Swear to Main- 


tain and Support the Succeſsion of the Scottiſh Crown in the 
Family of Hazover ; eAnd on the other hand, if we had Sworn 


to Maintain the Succeſsion of the Scotifh Crown in the Family of 
Hanover, we hadthereby Sworn to Maintam the Succeſsion of 
the Engliſi Crown as the fame is and ſtands Limited and En- 
tailed by the two foreſaid eActs. It was not Judged Requiſite 
then, that the Succeſsion of the Crown, in ſo far as it belongs 
to Scotland, ſhould be mentioned in the eAbjuration, becauſe 
by the Union the Scots went in to the Hazover Seceſſion, as 
Settled and Entailed by the ſaid Ezg/iſh eAfts, and thereby the 
Engliſb became alſo the Scotiſh Succeſsion. „ 
2. If by Succe ſſion of the Crown in the Abjuration, we under 
Fand Succeſſion of the Britiſh Crown, the difficulty will not be 


0 great, as ſome ws 65 imagine, and there will be no neceſsi- 


ty of ſuppoſing, that the Takers of the A bjuration affirm in that 


Gath, that the Succeſsion of the Crown in ſo far as it belongs to 


Soot land, Was ſettled and Entailed by the two foreſaid Acts of 
the Exgliſ Parliament before the Union. For the Sentence in 
the Abjuration we are ſpeaking of, viz. Aud I do. Faithfully 
promiſe, to the utmoſt of my Power, to ſupport,, Maintain and 
'Defend the Limitation: and Succeſſion of the Crown, as the ſame is, 
aud ftamds ſettled by an ed Intituled, Oc. eAnd as. the ſame, 
by ous other elt Intitaled, Oc. Ii and ſtands ſettled and En- 
tailed, &c. May very well be Paraphraſed after this manner, 


Viz. ud I do Faithfully promiſe, to the utmoſt of my Power, to 
fuß port, Maintain and Defend the Limitation and Succeſſion uf 


E 


+ 
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the Britiſſi Crown, ib ſane 2 Wich Reſpett to that part 
of it which is Engliſh, is and fands ſettled and Entailed by an 
Act Intituled, Sc. eAnd that this Sentence. muſt be thus Pa- 
raphraſed, is evident, becauſe all words} Whither of Private 
perſons or others, muſt be taken in a Sunfe agreeable to Truth 
and matter of Fact / if the Tenor of the Diſcourſe will allow ãt) 
which theſe words would not, if Paraphraſed the other way: 
And if any take the words of any Perſon or Perſons: m a Senſe - 


which cannot agree with matter of Fact, or imports: a Falſityr, 


when in the mean time they may as Commodioufly he taken in 
a Senſe which will not contradi& the Truth; *they-do.not et 
Candidly. Now the Paraphraſing that Sentence aſter this mai. 
ner, will be ſo far from being an offering Violence to the Words, 
that this way of Paraphraſing Sentences of that nature, is ordi- 
na ry and altogether neceſſary. For all Words which relate 
to Different things (as Crows here, which relates both to Exg- 
landand Scotland ) muſt be Reſtricted to that part, with which 
that Which is aſſerted doth quadrate. Thus in that Sentence, 
God Loved the World, Ho. Seeing World has relation to two 
Part ies, the Elect and Reprobate, the Words muſt be under- 
ſtood thus, GOD ſo Loved the World, with reſpect to the Elect 
Party therein, the Reaſon is, becauſe the Love of GOD qua- 
drats only with the Elect party in the World. Thus alſo, GOD! 
ſent furth his Son made of a Woman, maſt be Paraphraſed after 
this manner, 60 D ſent forth his Son made of a Woman, viz. 


With reſpect to his Humane Nature, becauſe if it were under- 


ſtood with. Reſpect to his other Nature, it would be a Falſity 
and Contrary. to matter of Fact. Neither is this way of ſpeak- 
ing peculiar to Scripture, but is ordinary even in Common Diſ- 
courſes Thus if it be ſaid, that Man is Mortal, it muſt be 
underſtood that he is Mortal with Reſpect to that part of him 
which is Material or Bodily. And if it be ſaidꝭ That the Sons of Man 
Iuhabite that part of the World. whichis calPd the Earth, it muſt 
not immediately be inferred, that ſome of them dwell in. the Sea 


among the Fiſhes, but it muſt be faid, that they Inhabite the Earth, 


vis. That part of it which is ſeparated from the Water. And 
Soha» hun- 
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hundreds of Examgles of this Lind might be inſtanced. In like- 
manner, if Sher om of the Crows in the Abjuration, be undex- 
ſtood of the Briti/ Crows, theſe Words, Ar the ſame is aud 
Bands Settled and Entailed in the two eActs, mult be underſtooll 
with reſpect to that part ofthe Bri:ifþ Crown, which is Eng- 
iſh. W rede there is no more Reaſon for fixing a Falſity on 
the forefaid Sentence of the Abjuration, than there is for aſſert- 
, that there is a Falſity in that Sentence of Paule, Gali 4. 4. 
And if they Who take the Abjuration, Swear to maintain the 
Succeſſion of the Britiſh Crown, as the fame, with reſpect to 
that part of it which is Ezg/iſh, is Settled and Entailed in two 


- before ſaid Acts, no more can be requir'd of them with reſpect 
to that particular. And therefore, there was no neceſſity, and 


it was not worth the Parliaments while, to alter the Words of 
the Abjuration, in order to adapt it the more to our State after 
"0M Union. 
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